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STATEMENT OF 111E PROBLEM

A concern was expressed that perhaps Reedley College could do more toward recruit

ing and retaining miority students. It was de-ided that we should do some comp

-ollments and dr -ours or withdrawals. The six high schools in the isnmedi te

d for enrollment data, and e :ollment d- a and ithdrawa1service

data

of inLe

were eon

obtaiped from the Re

ndenee 4as USLC with doe degree

ley College Admissions Office. The _

a. 3.841 value,

quaru test

and a 5% level of confidence,

RE WS

The following matrices for the chi-squaru test ara self-explanatory. The null

hypothesi_s wa assumleA.

TABLE 1

ENROLLMENT FALL (1974-75)

Righ Se ools (46.9%) Reedlay College (30.2Z) Totals

xican-Ames. 3198 514 3712

Non/Mex. Amer. 3614 1186 4800

Totals 6812 1700 8512

(319_ 1186 3614_0_514)2 8512
6812 1700 3712 4800 154.41

Since 154 3.841, the null hypotnesi: is reje_ted.

ENROLLMENT SP NG (1974-75)

high Schools (46.4) Reedley College (36. Totals

Mexican-Amer. 3198 612 3810

Non/Nex. Amer. 3614 1045 4659

6812 1657 809

Sin

/3198 !_ 1045_ 3614_. 612)2 8469

6812 1657 . 4659 3810

null hypothesis is rejected.

96.25



TABE 2

WtfliflhIYALS FOR ALL P.EASONS

Wi

Pall, 1974

Ad7-7ew Persisti_d To tels

Mexicart-Amr117. 24 490 :14

17. 94 1092 1186

ToLils 118 1582 1700

24 1092 - 94 4

1 8 82 . 514 4 11 5.8
Since 5.88 3.S41, the null I:'yporhesis is

WITHDRAWALS FOR ALL REAS

SprIng 1975

ithdrev Prsjstcd Tot.i1 7W

32 951 - 94 580
0

4 1657

x
2

126 . 1531 . 1045 . 612 7.

7.79 3.84l, the null hypoth-

7

is rejected.

TABLE 3

WITHDRAWALS FOR FINANCIAL REASONS

Fa1L, 1974

Withdrew,
Financial

Withdrew,
Non-Fin. Totals

Mexican-Amer.

Non/Nex. Amer.

Totals

9 15

46 72 . 24 * 94

37 5./

.027

Since .O27Z3.Sl4 the null hypothesis ts not rejected.

4

%Fin.

37.5

39.3

.14



Pae 3
WITHDRAWALS FOR FINANCIAL REASONS

Spring

Withdrew,
Financial

1975

Withdrew,
Non-Pin. Totals %Fin.

Mexican-Amer. 10 22 32 31.2---
Non/Mex. Amer. 32 62 94 34.0

Totals 42 84 126

2 _

10 69 - 39 29' 196

42 . 84 37 94 .083

Sjnc .083 -z=3.841 illt/null hypothesis is not rejected.

TAOLE 4

WITHDRAWALS BY Tur DEAN

Fall, 1974

Withdrew Withdrew
B Dean Not b Dean_ Totais 7.Dean

4 20 24 20.0

94

1.392

Since 1.3923.841 the null hy[othesis is not rejected.

8.5

WITHDRAWALS BY THE DEAN

Spring, 1975

Withdrew Withdrew
Deon Not b Deati Totals %Dean

Mexican-Amer.

Noa/M0

Total

6 32 18.7

16 78 17.0

22 104 1.26

(6 78 16 2
22 . 104 94 32

126
.049

Since 049.<:3.841 the null hypothesis is not rejected.



Pale 4

TABLE 5

WITIIDIL -A Z, NO REASON GIVEN

Fall, 1974

No R a -n Reasci

Nexican-Am

Non/Mew. Amer.

Tot

3 21

86

a s

24

94

0 Reas.

12.5

8.5

11 107 118

86 -

11 107 . 94
21)2r_ 118

24 = 359

Since .359<3.841 ehe null hypothesis is not rejected.

WITUDRAWALS, NO REMON GIVEN

Spring, 1975

ea- -n Reason %No Re

Nexican-Amer. 7 25 32

Non/Mex Amer. 15 79 94

Totals 22 104 126

21.8

15.9

(7 2 79 - 15
2

126

x2 22 . 104 94 . 2 --- .580

Since .580 3.84l the null hypothesis is not rejected.

6
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TABLE 6

WITHDRAWA S ALL POS8IBLE FINANCIAL REASONS

Fall, 1974

ican-Amer.

Withdrawals, Financial
Dean No

16

53

69

Non/Mex. Amer.

Totals

8

Total

24 66

94 56

119 118

= .832

Sine- .832 < 3.441 th-- null hypothesis is not -rejected.

WITHDRAWALS, ALL POSSIBLE FINANCIAL REASONS

Spring, 1975

Withdrawals, Financial
Dean No leason

Mexican-Amer. 23

Others
9

Total

32 71.8

Amer. 63 31 94 67.0

Totals 86 40 126

86 40 . 94 . 32 = .259

Since ,259z:: 3.8fZ the null hypothesis is not rejected.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The data in Table l confirms what we-already knew, that we,were comparing-hwo

diff&reat populatiol- This compa ison was made because it was requeshed.

However, it really raises more qtIstions than it answers. Thechi-sqoare does

show a sigp ficant diffe enee that the high school Mexi n-Amarican enr Ilment

is significantly highex than the-Heedley College-Flex -1 American enrollm
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It should be pointed out that the Reedley College population includes students

from other areas where the Mexican-American enrollment could be considerably

eller than that enrollment in ttiwsix area high schools used in the comparison.

Further study should be done to determine the percentage of Mexican-American students

in each of the four grades in the local high schools. Is there a decline as the

grade increases? What is the holding power of the high schools for Mexican-Ame icans?

The populatien at Reedley College that came fv,m those area higl schools could then

be compared with the enrollment pattern of tlese high schools.

Table 2 shows that the percentage of non/Mexican-Ame ican withdrawals is greater

than the percentage of M 'can-American withdrawals, and that difference is signifi-

cant. This could be due to efficient recruiting by our E.O.P. staff, by our peer

advisors; it could be due to the financial aid provided these students; it could

be due to the supportive services provided these students; or it could be a comb -ra-

tion of any of these factors. Efforts should continue, however, to reduce all

withdrawals regardless of ethnic origin.

Tables 3 through 5 are comparisons of different reasons given for withdrawals.

These reasons are those stated by the student. There are some differences in

percentages, some in favor of the Mexican-American, some in favor of the non/Mexican-

American, but none of these differerencLs are significant. Reasons were taken

from the Withdra al Pe tion; finqucial reasons included "- nancial problems prevent

continuing in college", "feel the need of helping at home", and "must Choose be-

-n a job and continuing in college." The deans' withdra al is "withdrawn by

Dean of Students, or Evening DiviSion Dean." This could be due to lack of atten-

dance or other disciplinary action. Soar tudcnts do not lis- any reason for

Oithdrawing. These last two categories are looked at in Tables 4 and 5, and all

thrte,categories are pooled in Table 6, with the thought in mind that financial.
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problems could have contributed to 1 thdrawals. There are some differen

but these are not

commendable job.

bjs

11/4/75

gnificant. It appears that our E,O.P.S program is doing a
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